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Commissioner for Patents 
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Arlington, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sin 

Further and favorable consideration of the above application Is respectfully 
requested in view of the amendments presented In the following listing of claims, and in 
view of the following remartcs. 

This is essentially a re-submtttal of the Reply filed November 30, 2004. It is 
being re-submitted to allow the Examiner to consider the matter of the premature nature 
of the final rejection, we v\^$ raised in the previously filed Reply, but was not addressed. 
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control [nformatlon to perform operations In the network device; and placing the netwoik 
device in a test mode prior to passing the control information to the network device. As 
discussed above with regard to claim 15, Sambamurthy does not teach or suggest 
passing control informatton to a PHY device. *Bray also does not teach or suggest this. 
Therefore Sdmbdmurthy does teach or suggest all of the features of claim 20 as 
amended, and claims 20 and 34-38 are pateritabte over Sambamurthy and Bray. 
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Conclusion 

For at least the foregoing reasons, wtthdrawed of the rejecttons of the claims is 
respectfully requested. In which event this application would be in condition for 
altowance. Should the Examiner believe that a telephone interview woukJ be helpfitf to 
expedite favorable prosecution, the Examiner is Invited to contact Applicant's 
undersigned attorney at the telephone number listed below. 

No fee should be due wHh the filing of this i^ply. Although this Reply Is filed 

after the issuance of an advisory action, the arguments made with regard to premature 

finality should have been considered earlier. Nonethdess, authorization is given to 

chame >120.00 to Deposit Account No. 1&-0888 (Charge No. AMDSP0353US}, if 

considered neoes^ry, for the oonslderatton of this Reply. In the event any additlonai 

fees are due in connection with the filing of this paper, the Commissioner is authorized 

to charge those fees to Deposit Account No. 18*0988 (Charge No. AMDSP0353US). 

RespectfuDy submitted, 
REWNEB. OTTO. BOISSELLE & SKUVR. LLP 
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